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In re JARONE R., A Person Coming Under The
Juvenile Court Law.

THE PEOPLE,

Plaintiff and Respondent,

v.

JARONE R.,

Defendant and Appellant.

F038299

(Super. Ct. No. 12325-E)

O P I N I O N

THE COURT*

APPEAL from a judgment of the Superior Court of Madera County.  John W.

DeGroot, Judge.

Elisa A. Brandes, under appointment by the Court of Appeal, for Defendant and

Appellant.
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Appellant Jarone R., a minor, in the most recent of the multiple juvenile wardship

proceedings that have been instituted against him, admitted allegations that he violated

his previously imposed probation by being away from his residence more than 48 hours

while on house arrest and failing to appear for drug testing as directed. The court ordered

appellant committed to the California Youth Authority and declared a maximum period

of physical confinement of seven years, based on offenses adjudicated in previous

proceedings.

Appellant’s appointed appellate counsel has filed an opening brief which

summarizes the pertinent facts, with citations to the record, raises no issues, and asks that

this court independently review the record.  ( People v. Wende (1979) 25 Cal.3d 436.)

Appellant has not responded to this court’s invitation to submit additional briefing.

Following independent review of the record, we have concluded that no

reasonably arguable legal or factual issues exist.

The judgment is affirmed.


